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1. EXCAVATI ON AND | NCI NERATI ON (MOBI LE ON-SI TE THERVAL TREATMENT) OF:

A THE TOP ONE (1) FOOT OF SO L ACRCSS ZONE A (THE VOLUME TO BE
| NCI NERATED W LL BE DETERM NED BY A BOUNDARY SURVEY) ;

B) SEDI MENT FROM THE DRAI NAGE DI TCHES ALONG THE NORTHWEST BOUNDARY
CF ZONE A AND ALONG THE NORTHERN BOUNDARY CF CI NCI NNATI DRUM
SERVI CE ( EXI STI NG DATA AND ADDI TI ONAL SAMPLI NG WLL BE USED TO
DELI NEATE THE VOLUME OF SEDI MENT TO BE TREATED);

o] ALL ZONE A SO LS THAT CONTAI N NON- VOLATI LE CONTAM NANTS ABOVE THE
PERFORVANCE GOALS AND STANDARDS QUTLINED I N TABLE 1 FROM A LEVEL
OF ONE (1) FOOT BELOW PRESENT GRADE TO A LEVEL OF FOUR (4) FEET
BELOW PRESENT GRADE;

D) ALL ZONE B SO LS THAT CONTAI N NON-VOLATI LE CONTAM NANTS ABOVE
PERFORMANCE GOALS AND STANDARDS | N TABLE 1 FROM PRESENT GRADE TO
A LEVEL OF FOUR (4) FEET; AND

E) MAG C PIT (LOCATED IN ZONE B) SO LS THAT CONTAI N NON- VOLATI LE
CONTAM NANTS ABOVE PERFORMANCE GOALS AND STANDARDS I N TABLE 1 TO
A LEVEL OF FOUR (4) FEET BELOWAND TO A LEVEL OF FOUR (4) FEET
ONTO THE THREE UNEXPCSED SI DE WALLS OF THE MAG C PI'T | TSELF.

2.  THE I NOI NERATOR ASH WLL BE TESTED TO DETERM NE | F THE ASH MEETS DELI STI NG CRI TERI A ESTABLI SHED UNDER
RCRA AND CHI O SOLI D WASTE REGULATI ONS. | F THE DELI STING CRI TERIA ARE MET, THE ASH WLL BE DISPCSED COF AS A
SCLI D WASTE ON ZONE A UNDER THE RCRA MULTI - MEDI A CAP. ALTERNATI VE TREATMENT/ DI SPOSAL METHODS W LL BE REQUI RED
IF PORTIONS OF THE ASH DO NOT MEET DELI STING CRI TERI A; AND

3. DESIGN, CONSTRUCTI ON, OPERATI ON AND MAI NTENANCE OF AN I N-SI TU SO L VAPCR EXTRACTI ON (I SVE) SYSTEM WHI CH
SHALL | NCLUDE AN OFF- GAS CONTRCL SYSTEM TO M Tl GATE VOC CONTAM NATION I N ZONE A AND MAG C PIT PORTI ON OF
ZONE B SO LS. AS A RESULT OF | SVE, THE UPPER TWELVE (12) FEET OF ZONE A AND THE MAG C PI T PORTI ON OF ZONE B
W LL BE DEWATERED, | NCLUDI NG THE UPPER QUTWASH LENS. CGROUNDWATER EXTRACTED FROM THE | SVE TRENCHES AND VELL
PO NTS WLL BE TREATED I N THE FACI LI TY TREATMENT PLANT USI NG CARBON ADSCRPTI ON. A MULTI - LAYER CAP SHALL BE
I NSTALLED OVER ZONE A TO M NI M ZE WATER | NFI LTRATION TO THE ZONE A SO LS AND SHALL MEET THE RCRA PERFORVANCE
CRI TERI A FOR THE DURATI ON OF THE POST CLOSURE PERI CD OF 30 YEARS. THE RCRA CAP WLL ALSO PREVENT SHORT
CRCU TING OF AIR TO THE PORTI ON OF THE | SVE SYSTEM TO BE CONSTRUCTED, OPERATED AND NMAI NTAI NED I N ZONE A

#PGS
4. PERFORVANCE GOALS AND STANDARDS

THE PERFORMANCE GOALS AND STANDARDS THAT THE SO L/ SEDI MENT CLEANUP MUST MEET ARE PRESENTED IN TABLE 1. THE
SO L/ SEDI MENT PERFORVANCE GOALS AND STANDARDS ARE BASED ON A CUMULATI VE 1 X (10-6) | NCREMENTAL LI FETI ME
CANCER RI SK OF ELEVEN | NDI CATOR COVPOUNDS EXAM NED IN THE R PUBLI C HEALTH EVALUATI O\

5. EVALUATION OF THE NEW SO L REMEDY AND THE PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY

THE NI NE EVALUATI ON CRI TERI A US EPA CONSI DERS WHEN SELECTI NG A REMEDY AND A COVPARATI VE ANALYSI S BETWEEN THE
PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L COVPONENT AND THE NEW SO L REMEDY ARE LI STED BELOW

* OVERALL PROTECTI ON OF HUVAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMENT - BOTH THE
NEW RECOMVENDED SO L REMEDY AND THE PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L
REMEDY PROVI DE ADEQUATE PROTECTI ON CF HUMAN HEALTH AND THE
ENVI RONMVENT BY M Tl GATI NG AND M NI M ZI NG Rl SK THROUGH TREATMENT
AND | NSTI TUTI ONAL CONTRCLS. EACH REMEDY USES TREATMENT TO THE
MAXI MUM EXTENT PRACTI CABLE.



COVPLI ANCE W TH ARARS - BOTH THE NEW RECOMMVENDED SO L REMEDY AND
THE PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY WOULD MEET ALL APPLI CABLE CR
RELEVANT AND APPRCPRI ATE REQUI REMENTS COF FEDERAL AND STATE

ENVI RONMVENTAL LAWE.

LONG TERM EFFECTI VENESS AND PERMANENCE - THE NEW RECOMMENDED SO L
REMEDY AND THE PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY WOULD TREAT THE
CONTAM NATED SO L TO LEVELS WH CH PROTECT | DENTI FI ED RECEPTORS.
THE TREATMENT TECHNOLOG ES EMPLOYED WOULD BE EFFECTI VE I N THE
LONG TERM AND PERVANENT BECAUSE THE CONTAM NANTS OF CONCERN WOULD
BE REMOVED FROM THE SO L AND DESTROYED, OR TRAPPED IN A

SOLI DI FI ED MASS. BOTH REMEDI ES REQUI RE THE SAME DEGREE OF

LONG TERM MAI NTENANCE AND MONI TORI NG AS BOTH HAVE CAP CR SO L
COVER MAI NTENANCE REQUI REMENTS.

REDUCTION OF TOXICI TY, MOBILITY, OR VOLUVE - BOTH THE NEW
RECOMMVENDED AND PREVI OUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDI ES PROVI DE A
SI GNI FI CANT REDUCTION IN THE TOXICI TY, MOBILITY, OR VOLUVE CF
SO L CONTAM NANTS THRQUGH THE USE OF PERVANENT TREATMENT
TECHNCOLOG ES.

SHORT- TERM EFFECTI VENESS - BOTH THE NEW SO L REMEDY AND THE
PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY PRESENT SOVE DEGREE OF SHORT TERM
RI SKS TO ON- S| TE WORKERS AND POTENTI ALLY TO BUSI NESSES AND

RESI DENCES NEAR THE SI TE THROUGH POTENTI AL AIR EM SSIONS. THE
AR EM SSI ONS FROM THE I N-SI TU SO L VAPOR EXTRACTI ON/ | NCI NERATI ON
TECHNOLOGY COMVBI NATI ON ARE EASILY CONTROLLED AND MONI TORED. AR
EM SSIONS WLL BE FUNNELLED TO A PI PE CR STACK, WHERE THEY WOULD
BE CONTRCLLED AND MONI TORED. THE AIR EM SSI ONS FROM | N- SI TU

VI TRI FI CATI ON TECHNOLOGY ARE MORE DI FFI CULT TO CONTROL BECAUSE
THEY ARE EM TTED FROM A LARGE SURFACE AREA, AS CPPCSED TO A
STACK. THE NEW SO L REMEDY WLL TAKE APPROXI MATELY SEVEN YEARS
TO COVWPLETE WHI LE THE PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY WOULD TAKE
THREE YEARS TO COWPLETE.

| MPLEMENTABI LI TY - THE NEW RECOMVENDED SO L REMEDY COVPONENT
CFFERS SEVERAL ADVANTACGES OVER THE PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L
REMEDY COVMPONENT | N TERVS OF | MPLEMENTABI LI TY. | NCI NERATI ON AND
IN-SI TU SO L VAPCR EXTRACTI ON ARE PROVEN TECHNOLOG ES AND ARE
EASILY | MPLEMENTED. ADM NI STRATI VE APPROVALS ARE NECESSARY AS
THE TRI AL BURN, | NCI NERATI ON RESI DUE TESTI NG AND RESI DUE

DI SPOSAL PROGRAM MUST BE APPROVED BY THE US EPA AND THE STATE.

W TH THE EXCEPTI ON OF THE MOBI LE ON-SI TE | NCI NERATOR, ALL

SERVI CES AND MATERI ALS ARE READI LY AVAI LABLE. THE RECOMVENDED
CHANGE IN THE SO L REMEDY DOES NOT CAUSE ANY ADDI TI ONAL LONG TERM
MAI NTENANCE OR MONI TORI NG REQUI REMENTS. ON THE OTHER HAND, THE
IN-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON TECHNOLOGY | S NOT' PROVEN COR FULLY TESTED.
AS STATED | N THE DECEMBER 1987 RCD, US EPA PLANNED TO USE
IN-SITU VI TR FI CATI ON AT ANOTHER SITE IN OH O PRICR TO

| MPLEMENTI NG THE TECHNOLOGY AT THE PRISTINE SITE. TH S HONEVER
HAS NOT OCCURRED. THEREFORE, A FULL SCALE FI ELD TEST WOULD NEED
TO BE CONDUCTED BEFORE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF | N-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON
AT PRISTINE. I N ADDI TI ON, BECAUSE IN-SI TU VITRIFICATION I S STILL
AN EMERG NG TECHNCOLOGY, THE NUMBER OF FI RVB OFFERI NG THE
NECESSARY SERVI CES TO DESI GN AND | MPLEMENT | T IS LI M TED.



* COST - THE TOTAL COST FOR DESI GN AND CONSTRUCTI ON OF THE NEW
RECOMMENDED SO L REMEDY AND THE PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY
ARE LI STED BELOW

NEW SO L REMEDY $11, 270, 000
PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY $19, 417, 000

A COST COVPARI SON BETWEEN | N-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON AND | NCI NERATI ON SO L VAPOR EXTRACTI ON | S LOCATED | N TABLE 2.
* STATE ACCEPTANCE - THE STATE OF OH O CONCURS W TH THE NEW SO L REMEDY.

* COMUNI TY ACCEPTANCE - THE SPECI FI C RESPONSES TO PUBLI C COMVENTS
ARE LOCATED I N THE RESPONS|I VENESS SUMVARY.



#RS
RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY

SUMVARY OF COMMENTS RECEI VED DURI NG THE PUBLI C COMMVENT PER OD

1. COWENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC

THE NO ACTI ON ALTERNATI VE | S THE ONLY APPROPRI ATE RESPONSE FOR THE CLEANED PRI STINE, | NC. SI TE UNDER CERCLA.
US EPA RESPONSE: THE NO ACTI ON ALTERNATI VE |'S NOT APPROPRI ATE FOR THE PRISTINE SI TE. R SK LEVELS REVAI NI NG
AT THE SI TE ARE ABOVE LEVELS THE US EPA DEENMS ACCEPTABLE TO PROTECT HUVAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMENT. PLEASE
SEE THE PRI STINE, INC. PUBLI C HEALTH EVALUATI ON AND THE PREVI QUS ROD RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY.

2. COWENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC

THE COMMENTS PROVI DED ON DEC. 3, 1987 ARE ATTACHED AND ARE STILL VALID AND ARE HEREBY MADE A PART OF TH' S
COMMVENT DOCUMENT.

US EPA RESPONSE: SINCE THI'S ROD AMENDMENT |'S AN ADDENDUM TO THE ORI G NAL ROD, YOUR PREVI QUS COMMENTS AND US
EPA RESPONSES ARE STILL PART OF THE PUBLI C RECORD FOR THE SI TE.

3. COWMENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC

WE WERE PLEASED TO SEE THE US EPA AGREED WTH US, FINALLY, ON THE IN-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON PROPCSAL.

US EPA RESPONSE: US EPA'S DECI SION TO MODI FY THE SO L COVPONENT OF THE REMEDY WAS BASED UPON AN EVALUATI ON OF
THE SAME CRITERIA UTILIZED IN THE ORIG NAL ROD. WH LE THE AGENCY BELI EVES THAT THE ORI G NAL REMEDY

PROVI DES A GOCD BALANCE AMONG THOSE CRITERIA, THE NEW SO L COVPONENT PROVI DES AN EVEN BETTER BALANCE OF THE
NI NE CRI TERI A

4. COWENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC

I NCI NERATI ON CF PRI STINE SO LS MAY PRCDUCE A LARGE QUANTITY OF SULFUR DI OXIDE (SC2) AT THE SITE IF THE
ELEMENTAL SULFUR IN THE SO L IS CAUSED TO BURN.

US EPA RESPONSE: THE EM SSI ONS FROM | NCI NERATI ON OF SO LS AT THE PRISTINE SI TE WLL MEET ALL NATI ONAL AMBI ENT
AR QUALI TY STANDARDS FOR SULFUR DI OXIDE. US EPA HAS DETERM NED THAT THESE STANDARDS ARE PROTECTI VE CF HUMAN
HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMENT.

5. COWMENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC

SC2 PRODUCTI ON AT THE SITE BY TH S PROCEDURE WOULD BE I N VI OLATI ON OF THE CLEAN Al R ACT AND COVPREHENSI VE
ENVI RONVENTAL RESPONSE, COVPENSATI ON AND LI ABI LI TY ACT OF 1980.

US EPA RESPONSE: PLEASE SEE US EPA RESPONSE FOR COMMENT 4.
6. COWENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC

DEMOLI TI ON OF BUI LDI NGS AT THE PRI STINE SI TE AND DI SPCSAL | N A SANI TARY LANDFI LL DOES NOT APPEAR CONSI STENT
WTH THE US EPA STRATEGY FOR RECYCLI NG AND REUSE TO M NI M ZE DI SPCSAL | N SCARCE SANI TARY LANDFI LLS.

US EPA RESPONSE: WH LE THE AGENCY IS COMM TTED TO THE BROADEST POSSI BLE APPLI CATI ON OF THE CONCEPT OF
RECYCLING WE ARE LI M TED BY THE SPACE AVAI LABLE AT THIS SITE. THE SUCCESSFUL | MPLEMENTATI ON CF TH S REMEDY
|'S DEPENDENT UPON REMOVAL OF ALL SURFACE SO LS FOR | NCI NERATI ON AND THE NECESSI TY OF HAVI NG AN | MPERVEABLE
CAP TO PREVENT SHORT Cl RCU TI NG DURI NG THE VAPCR EXTRACTI ON PHASE. THESE NEEDS COVBI NED WTH THE NEED FOR A
STAG NG AREA AND WATER TREATMENT PLANT LOCATI ON PRECLUDE THE RELOCATI ON OF THE DEMOLI TI ON MATERI AL ON- SI TE.



7. COWMMENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC
DEED RESTRI CTI ONS DO NOT APPEAR APPRCPRI ATE FOR THE PRI STI NE SI TE.

US EPA RESPONSE: DEED RESTRI CTI ONS ARE NECESSARY SI NCE HAZARDCOUS MATERI ALS WLL REMAIN ON-SI TE UNDER A RCRA
CAP. DEED RESTRICTIONS WLL PRCH BI T ANY ACTI VI TI ES THAT WOULD AFFECT ADVERSELY THE | NTEGRI TY OF THE CAP.
THE CAP MUST NOT BE DI STURBED TO PREVENT THE M GRATI ON OF THE REMAI NI NG ON- S| TE CONTAM NANTS.

8. COWMENT: RILEY KINVAN, PRI STINE, |NC

I T IS DOUBTFUL THAT THE REMEDI ES PROPOSED W LL DO ANYTHI NG SUBSTANTI VE TO | MPROVE THE QUALI TY OF GROUNDWATER
AT THE SITE, DUE TO THE PRESENCE OF OTHER SOURCES OF POLLUTANTS AT THE SI TE THAT WLL NOT BE ADDRESSED BY
THESE REMEDI ES.

US RESPONSE: THE AGENCY |S AWARE CF PRISTINE S SETTING WTH N A REG ONAL GROUNDWATER PROBLEM  HOWEVER, FROM
THE REMEDI AL | NVESTI GATION, I T IS ALSO OBVIQUS THAT THE SITE | S | NTRODUCI NG | TS OAMN CONTAM NANT LQADI NG TO
THE AQU FER. THUS, REMEDI AL ACTI ON AT THE PRI STINE SI TE | S NECESSARY TO ELI M NATE CONTAM NANTS ATTRI BUTABLE
TO THE PRI STINE SI TE FROM THE REG ONAL GROUNDWATER PRCBLEM  ALSO, SHOULD THE NEED ARI SE, THE AGENCY RETAI NS
THE AUTHORI TY TO RESPOND TO ANY EMERGENCY CONDI TI ONS, | NCLUDI NG GROUNDWATER CONTAM NATI ON, | DENTI FI ED I N THE
REG ON.

9. COWMENT: THE PRI STI NE GROUP

THE PRI STI NE GROUP STRONGLY SUPPORTS THE AGENCY' S DECI SION TO SELECT IN-SITU SO L VAPCR

EXTRACTI OV | NCI NERATI ON AS THE REMEDY FOR THE PRI STINE, INC. FAC LI TY RATHER THAN THE EXPERI MENTAL | N-SI TU
VI TRI FI CATI ON REMEDY THAT WAS ORI G NALLY PROPCSED. THE VAPOR EXTRACTI ON | NCI NERATI ON REMEDY |'S NOT ONLY
ENTI RELY CONSI STENT W TH THE REQUI REMENTS OF CERCLA, BUT IS ALSO MORE PROTECTI VE OF THE ENVI RONMVENT BECAUSE
OF INSITU VITRIFICATION S PROPENSI TY TO CAUSE M GRATI ON OF CHEM CALS AWAY FROM THE SI TE.

US EPA RESPONSE: THE U. S EPA AGREES THAT THE | NCl NERATI ON SO L VAPOR EXTRACTI ON REMEDY W LL ACH EVE THE SAME
CLEANUP STANDARDS AND PROVI DE A BETTER BALANCE OF THE NI NE CRI TERI A THAT US EPA USES I N SELECTING A REMEDY.
HONEVER, THE STATEMENT THAT I N-SI TU VI TR FI CATI ON PROMOTES CHEM CAL M GRATI ON OF CHEM CALS HAS NOT BEEN
PROVED ONE WAY OR THE OTHER THE US EPA CONSI DERS THE ORI G NAL SO L COVPONENT AND THE NEW SO L COVPONENT
EQUALLY PROTECTI VE OF HUVAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMENT.

10. COMMENT: THE PRI STI NE GROUP

MANY CF THE | NCRGANI C COVPOUNDS AND METALS DETECTED | N GROUNDWATER SAMPLES FROM LOMER AQUI FER WELLS OCCUR
NATURALLY (E. G, CALCUM |RON, MAGNESI UM MANGANESE, POTASSIUM SCDIUM. THE STATEMENT THAT " THEI R PRESENCE
I'N THE GCROUNDWATER | NDI CATES GROUNDWATER QUALI TY HAS BEEN COVPROM SED' | S NOT CORRECT TO THE EXTENT | T

I MPLI ES THAT THESE SUBSTANCES ORI G NATED FROM THE PRI STI NE SI TE.

US EPA RESPONSE: DUE TO THE DI VERSE AMOUNT OF WASTE TAKEN TO THE PRISTINE, INC. FACILITY, THE PCSSIBILITY

EXI STS THAT CALCI UM | RON, MAGNESI UM MANGANESE, POTASSI UM AND SCDI UM WERE PRESENT | N WASTE DELI VERED AND ARE
BREAKDOM PRCDUCTS. THE COMMENTCOR IS CORRECT THAT MANY OF THE ABOVE LI STED COVPOUNDS OCCUR NATURALLY AND
ADDI TI ONAL SAMPLI NG DURI NG THE DESI GN PHASE W LL VER FY | F THEY ARE NATURALLY OCCURRI NG

11. COMMENT: THE PRI STI NE GROUP

THE ESD STATES THAT THE PRI STI NE | NCI NERATOR ASH " CONTAI NED FURANS AND DI OXINS." AS A PO NT OF

CLARI FI CATION, I T SHOULD BE PO NTED OQUT THAT THE 2, 3, 7, 8- TCDD CONGENER, WHI CH | S CONSI DERED TO BE THE MOST
TOXI C OF THE DI OXIN AND FURAN COVPOUNDS, WAS NOT DETECTED I N THE | NCI NERATOR RESI DUE CR SO L SAMPLES
COLLECTED DURING THE R (W TH THE EXCEPTI ON OF ONE SO L SAMPLE WHERE THE COMPOUND WAS ALSO DETECTED | N THE
LABORATCRY BLANK SAMPLE, | NDI CATI NG LABORATCRY CONTAM NATI ON CF THE SAMPLE). FURTHER, SINCE DIOXINS EXH BI T
A H GH AFFINITY TOMRD SO L AND TEND TO REMAI N ON OR NEAR THE SURFACE OF THE SO L (SEE HEALTH ASSESSMENT
DOCUMENT FOR POLYCHLORI NATED DI BENZO- P- DI OXI NS, " EPA/ 600/ 8- 84/ 014F, SEPTEMBER 1985), AND SI NCE SUCH COVPQUNDS
HAVE A LOWSOLUBILITY IN WATER, | T I'S UNLI KELY THAT THE GROUNDWATER WOULD BECOVE CONTAM NATED W TH DI OXI NS.



NO DI OXI N HAS BEEN DETECTED I N ANY PRI OR GRCUNDWATER SAMPLE AT THE PRI STINE SI TE.

US EPA RESPONSE: THE DI OXINS AND FURANS MENTI ONED REFER TO TOTAL DI OXINS AND FURANS AND NOT JUST 2,3,7,8 TCDD
CONGENER. I N ADDI TI ON, THE COMVENTOR |'S CORRECT THAT DI OXIN WAS NOT DETECTED | N SAVPLI NG PERFORMED I N THE
REMEDI AL | NVESTI GATI ON, BUT THE STATEMENT "I T I'S UNLI KELY THAT GROUNDWATER WOULD BECOVE CONTAM NATED W TH

DI OXINS' 1S BASED UPON CONJECTURE.

ADDI TI ONAL SAMPLI NG AND ANALYSI S DURI NG REMEDI AL DESI GN WLL VERI FY THE PRESENCE OR ABSENCE CF DI OXI N
12. COMMENT: THE PRI STI NE GROUP

THE EPA STATES THAT "I N-SI TU SO L VAPOR EXTRACTI ON WOULD WORK AS WELL AS | N-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON FOR VOCS. "IN
FACT, THE SO L VAPOR EXTRACTI ON TECHNOLOGY |'S THE BETTER TECHNOLOGY BECAUSE, UNLIKE IN-SITU VITRIFICATION, IT
DOES NOT PROVI DE A DRI VI NG FORCE FOR THE UNCONTROLLED M GRATI ON OF ORGANI C COMPOUNDS. | N THI' S REGARD, THE
GRADUAL HEATING OF THE SO L ZONE WTH I N-SI TU VI TR FI CATI ON FORCES THE VOLATI LE COMPOUNDS TO M GRATE AWAY,
PARTI CULARLY THROUGH THE MORE PERVEABLE SO L ZONES. (SEE BATTELLE PACIFIC  NORTHWEST LABORATORY REPORT:
"I'N-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON OF TRANSURANI C WASTES: AN UPDATED SYSTEMS EVALUATI ON AND APPLI CATI ONS ASSESSMVENT, "
MARCH 1987.)

US EPA RESPONSE: THE US EPA DI SAGREES W TH THE COMMENTOR THAT IN-SITU VI TR FI CATION | S NOT AS EFFECTI VE AS
IN-SI TU SO L VAPCR EXTRACTI ON FOR TREATI NG VOLATI LE CRGANI C COMPOUNDS. | N-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON TREATS
VOLATI LES, SEM - VOLATI LES, AND PESTI CI DES, | N CONTRAST TO IN-SI TU SO L VAPCOR EXTRACTI ON, WH CH ONLY TREATS
VOLATI LE ORGANI C COMPOUNDS.  PLEASE SEE US EPA RESPONSE TO COMMVENT 9.

13. COMMENT: THE PRI STI NE GROUP
FI GURES 3 AND 4 ARE CONCEPTUAL ONLY AND SHOULD BE DESCRI BED AS SUCH.

US EPA RESPONSE: FI GURES 3 AND 4 ARE I NCLUDED I N THE ROD AMENDMENT TO G VE THE PUBLI C A GENERAL PI CTURE ON
HOW THE SO L VAPCR EXTRACTI ON SYSTEM OPERATES. THE FI GURES ARE NOT | NTENDED TO BE DESI GN DOCUMENTS.

14. COMMENT: THE PRI STI NE GROUP

THE STATEMENT, "THE NEW RECOMMVENDED S| TE REMEDY WOULD TAKE APPROXI MATELY SEVEN YEARS TO COVWPLETE WHI LE THE
PREVI QUSLY SELECTED SO L REMEDY WOULD TAKE APPROXI MATELY 3 YEARS TO COWPLETE', IS M SLEADING  OVERALL, BOTH
REMEDI ES WOULD TAKE THE SAME LENGTH OF TI ME TO COWPLETE BECAUSE THE LONER GROUNDWATER EXTRACTI ON TREATMENT
SYSTEM WOULD BE THE SAME FOR BOTH

FURTHERMORE, THE I N-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON COVPONENT HAS A LONGER LEAD TI ME FOR | MPLEMENTATI ON THAN THE VAPCR
EXTRACTI ON COVPONENT.  AS ORI G NALLY PLANNED, THE I N-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON COVPONENT WAS TO HAVE BEEN TESTED AT
ANOTHER SI TE (GREI NER S LAGOON) BEFORE | MPLEMENTATI ON AT THE PRI STINE SITE. HOMNEVER AS ACKNOALEDGED I N THE
ESD (PG 10), THAT TEST HAS NOT BEEN CONDUCTED. THUS, SINCE EPA MAI NTAINS THAT THE VI TR FI CATI ON COVPONENT
MJST BE SUBJECT TO AT LEAST A "FULL SCALE TEST" BEFORE BEI NG CONSI DERED FOR USE AT PRI STINE, THE TI ME

REQUI RED FCR COVPLETI NG THE VI TRI FI CATI ON COVPONENT AT PRI STI NE |'S UNCERTAIN AND I N FACT IS PROBABLY MJCH
LONGER THAN THAT REQUI RED FOR THE SO L VAPCR EXTRACTI ON METHODOLOGY. AT THE VERY LEAST, |IT CANNOT BE
CONCLUDED THAT THE VI TRI FI CATI ON COVPONENT COULD BE COVPLETED SOONER THAN THE VAPOR EXTRACTI ON COVPONENT.

US EPA RESPONSE: THE COMMENTOR | S CORRECT | N STATI NG THE OVERALL PRI STINE, INC. TI MEFRAME FROM THE ORI G NAL
ROD TO THE NEW SI TE REMEDY |'S | DENTI CAL, SINCE THE GROUNDWATER PUVMP AND TREAT HAS NOT CHANGED. NEVERTHELESS,
ON A DAY TO DAY | MPLEMENTATI ON BASI'S, THE I N-SI TU VI TR FI CATI ON COVPONENT SHOULD REQUI RE AS MJCH AS 4 YEARS
LESS TO COWLETE THAN THE | NCI NERATI OV SO L VAPCR EXTRACTI ON COVBI NATI ON.  ALSO, A FULL SCALE TEST FOR
IN-SI TU VI TRI FI CATI ON AT PARSONS CHEM CAL I N M CH GAN | S NEAR | MPLEMENTATI ON.

15. COMMENT: J. A BI SCHOF, M LLCREEK VALLEY CONSERVANCY DI STRI CT

ON BEHALF OF THE M LLCREEK VALLEY CONSERVANCY DI STRI CT VVE WOULD URGE YOUR OFFI CE I N CARRYI NG QUT ANY
CORRECTI VE ACTION AT THI'S SITE TO ELI M NATE THE FLOW CF ANY CONTAM NATED WATER | NTO THE EAST BRANCH OF THE



M LL CREEK SI NCE THAT DRAI NAGE MAY ENDANGER THE COMPLETED PRQIECT AND THOSE MAI NTAI NI NG THAT FACI LI TY.

US EPA RESPONSE: THE REMEDY FOR THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE WLL NOT DI SCHARGE CONTAM NANTS INTO M LL CREEK.  ALL
EFFLUENT DI SCHARGED | NTO M LL CREEK FROM THE SO L VAPOR EXTRACTI ON AND GROUNDWATER PUMP AND TREAT SYSTEMS
WLL MEET FEDERAL AND STATE DI SCHARGE REQUI REMENTS.

16. COMMENT: CONCERNED C TI ZEN

"THE C TY HAS BEEN | NFORVED ABQUT | NEFFECTI VE WATER WELLS SI NCE 1943. | T APPEARS SOVEONE HAS THEI R

PRI ORI TI ES REVERSED. THE ARTI CLE | READ CONCERNI NG THE PROCRASTI NATION OF THE CI TY TO DO ANYTHI NG ALARVS ME.
THEI R CAVALI ER ATTI TUDE TOMRD THE PUBLI C S WELL BEI NG AND THE AGENCI ES NOT PURSUI NG THE | SSUE, TO RESCLVE A
PROBLEM THAT DEFI NES SUPERFUND | MM NENT DANGER, APPEARS CONTRARY TO THE APPROACH THEY HAVE TAKEN TOMRD TH S
PRP GROUP - 18, 000, 000. 00?"

"THE WELLS HAVE BEEN SURROUNDED BY HEAVY | NDUSTRY FCOR YEARS. THE THOUGHT OF THESE SO CALLED TOXI NS M GRATI NG
SI NCE THE GOVERNMVENT TOOK OVER THE SI TE AND NOTHI NG BEI NG DONE AMAZES ME] | S THERE A PROBLEM? ARE THE FACTS
CORRECT OR OVERSTATED REGARDI NG CONTAM NANTS FQUND ON THE SI TE CLOSE TO THE WELLS. YQOUR STUDI ES | NDI CATE A
POTENTI AL PRCBLEM BUT NOT | MM NENT. THE WATER WELLS ARE | MM NENT".

"YOUR DESIRE TO CLEAN UP THE SITE IS ADM RABLE, BUT MYCOPIC. THE REAL PUBLIC DANGER | S WTH THE AGENCIES' S
PENCHANT, TO PENALI ZE AND DECEI VE THE PUBLI C, | NSTEAD OF WORKI NG TOGETHER TO ENCOURAGE WASTE SCLUTI ONS. THE
C TI ZENS OF READI NG HAVE BEEN DECElI VED FCR YEARS. DI D THEY SHUT DOMN EXXON OR UNI ON CARBI DE FOR THEI R
ATROCI TIES, OR DID QUR CONSTI TUTI ONAL CURRENCY | NTERFERE?"

"WHAT DID TH S SVALL CORPORATI ON DO TO CREATE AN EXPENSE OF 18 M LLI ON DOLLARS? | CANNOT WAIT TO READ YOUR
RESPONSE WHEN | T | S PUBLI SHED. "

US EPA RESPONSE: ABSENT FUTURE CORRECTI VE ACTIONS, THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE DOES POCSE AN | MM NENT AND
SUBSTANTI AL ENDANGERVENT TO THE PUBLI C HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMENT. | F THE SITE REMAINS AS 1S, CONTAM NANTS
WLL CONTI NUE TO M GRATE FROM THE SI TE AND FURTHER AFFECT THE LOMNER AQUI FER WHICH | S A SOURCE OF DRI NKI NG
WATER  RI SK LEVELS CALCULATED FOR THE SITE I N I TS CURRENT STATE ARE ABOVE THOSE US EPA DEEMS ACCEPTABLE TO
PROTECT HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMVENT.

CURRENTLY, THE CITY COF READI NG S WATER SUPPLY IS I N COWLI ANCE W TH THE STATE AND FEDERAL STANDARDS AND | S
SUBJECT TO ROQUTINE MONI TORING  US EPA IS AWARE THAT PRI STINE | S PART OF THE REG ONAL GROUNDWATER PROBLEM

17. COMMENT: PAM SPEERS, READI NG CHI O

"THE QUESTI ON ON MANY PECPLES M ND CONCERNI NG THE ENVI RONVENT DEALS MAINLY W TH THE TAX PAYERS MONEY USE | N
SO CALLED "CLEAN-UP'. CLEANING UP THE ENVI RONVENT |S GOOD, BUT TO CONTI NUE TO PUSH STUPI D | SSUES JUST TO
SOAK THE PECPLE OF AMERI CA FOR MONEY |S LUDI CROUS. HOW DOES THE PUBLI C EVEN KNOW | F SUPERFUND MONEY WAS USED
TO CLEAN-UP THE SITE I N READI NG "

" ACCORDI NG TO THE ARTI CLE AND NEWSPAPER | N THE LI BRARY, SUPERFUND MONEY WAS DESI GNED, BUT | BELI EVE A
RELEASED | TEM ZED STATEMENT SHOW NG THE BREAKDOWN OF MONI ES | SSUED WOULD BE MORE APPROPRI ATE. | BELI EVE THE
ONLY SUPERFUND MONEY SPENT I N READING CH O WAS THE | SSUE OF SALARI ES TO THE ABSENT M NDED EPA PECPLE WORKI NG
ON A DEAD | SSUE. MY GCD PECPLE, THE SI TE HAS BEEN CLEANED UP FOR YEARS. WHAT ELSE CAN WE DO? HOW MUCH
MONEY | S BEI NG POCKETED BY THE "EPA GROUP'? ARE YOU ON COW SSI ON?  YQU PECPLE JUST WANT TO KI CK A SLEEPI NG
DOG  THERE IS NO JUST REASON FOR MORE LAW SU TS AND PENALTI ES AGAI NST THESE PECPLE. NMAYBE THE EPA SHOULD
TAKE A LONG LOCK AT THEI R REASONS FOR CONTI NU NG THE HARASSMENT. IS I T PERSONAL?, PUBLI C? , WHAT THEN?

MAKI NG EXAMPLES OF SMALL BUSI NESS VERSUS THE WONDERFUL GOVERNMENT SI TE OF FERNOLD, PLUS EXXON, CHEMDYNE, AND
UNI ON CARBI DE CORPORATI ON | S HARDLY WHAT THE TAX PAYERS OF AMERI CA WANT. EXAMPLES ARE NOT WORTH TAX MONEY.

I T CAN BE USED FOR MORE RESPONSI BLE TASKS. GET BUSY WTH "I MM NENT DANGER' SI TES AND STOP BLEEDI NG THE
PECPLE OF READING OH O AND AMERI CA. "

US EPA RESPONSE: ABSENT FUTURE CORRECTI VE ACTIONS, THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE DOES POSE AN | MM NENT AND
SUBSTANTI AL ENDANGERMVENT TO PUBLI C HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMVENT.  THE RESPONSI BLE PARTI ES ARE VOLUNTARI LY



FUNDI NG THE CLEANUP AT THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE, SO THE USE OF SUPERFUND MONIES | S NOT NEEDED. | N ADDI TI ON,
MONI ES ALREADY SPENT BY US EPA ARE BEI NG REI MBURSED BY THE RESPONSI BLE PARTI ES. BOTH CONSI DERATI ONS ALLOW US
EPA TO FOCUS | TS LI M TED RESOURCES ON THCSE SI TES WHERE VOLUNTARY PRI VATE PARTY ACTI ONS ARE | MPCSSI BLE.

18. COMMENT: CONCERNED Cl TI ZENS OF READING CH O

"AFTER REVI EW NG THE MATERI AL AT THE READI NG LI BRARY, | T APPEARS THE USEPA HAS FORCED THE PRP GROUP I NTO A
SETTLEMENT THAT I'S NOT ONLY COSTLY BUT CGREATLY OVERSTATED, REGARDI NG THE METHCD AND AMOUNTS OF CONTAM NATI ON.
THE CLEANUP STARTED BACK I'N 1980, AND IT IS NOW 1989, EVIDENTLY TH' S SI TE HAS BEEN ON A PRIORI TY LI ST THAT
THE FEDERAL USEPA USES TO DETERM NE THE MOST DANCERQUS SITES. TH' S LI ST CONSI ST OF FI RVS THAT HAVE PUT THE
PUBLI C IN | MM NENT DANGER OR RI SK OF BEING HARMED. | F THE SITE HAS BEEN IN THE  HANDS OF THE USEPA AND
STATE FOR NI NE YEARS, (THAT IS LONGER THAN THE PRI STINE SI TE EXI STED), THEN WOULDN T THE USEPA BE RESPONSI BLE
FOR SOMVE OF THE COST REGARDI NG TH' S SUPPCSEDLY "1 MM NENT DANGERQUS' SITE? IS THS SITE OR SHOUD TH S SITE
EVEN BE ON TH' S PRIORITY LI ST? ACCORDI NG TO SOVE OF THE | NFORVATI ON | N THE REMEDI AL | NVESTI GATI ON AND

FEASI Bl LI TY STUDY, THE SI TE SHOULD NOT COST THE PUBLI C $18, 000, 000. 00 THROUGH H GHER PRICES. |IF THE SITE IS
A PRICRITY SUPERFUND SI TE, YOU WOULD TH NK THAT  THE PECPLE WHO HAVE BEEN | N CHARGE FOR THE PAST NI NE YEARS.
AT LEAST THE OANERS OR SOMEONE DI D MORE | N ONE AND ONE HALF YEARS THAN THE USEPA HAS DONE. WHO | S QU LTY?
I'S TH S SUPERFUND DECEPTI ON DRAWN QUT UNREASONABLY TO MAKE THE AGENCY LOOK GOOD FOR CLEANI NG UP A SITE, THAT,
ACCCORDI NG TO STUDI ES AND AFFI DAVI TS SUBM TTED | S CLEAN. "

"DCES THE USEPA KNOW SOVETHI NG THAT THEY DON T WANT TO ADM T FOR THEI R OAN SELFI SH BENEFI T? IS THE SITE
CLEAN? YOQU MJST JUSTI FY AND SUBSTANTI ATE THE DECI SI ON, FORCI NG CORPORATI ONS TO PAY FOR A SI TE WHERE THERE
ARE VARI QUS DI FFERENCES AND FEELI NGS REGARDI NG THE STUDI ES AND WHAT SHOULD BE DONE TO THIS SITE. THESE
DECI SI ONS GREATLY REFLECT THE CONSTI TUTI ONAL FREEDOMS OF EVERY CI TI ZEN I N THE UNI TED STATES. "

"IT IS IRONIC BUT THE PUBLI CS ONLY HARM MAY COME FROM | TS OAN GOVERNMENT AND AGENCIES. THIS IS A PRCBLEM
THAT | S PARAMOUNT, | T HAS AND WLL CONTINUE TO HAVE A HUGE ADVERSE EFFECT ON OUR ECONOMY AN DESI RE TO PROVCKE
I NTEREST IN THE FUTURE TO ERADI CATE ENVI RONVENTAL PROBLEMS. THE GOVERNMVENT SHOULD TAKE A DI FFERENT APPROACH
IF THERE IS ANY DI FFERENCE ON THE METHCD AND MONI ES NEEDED TO ELI M NATE TH S PROBLEM  YOUR REWARD WOULD BE
GREATER FELT BY ALL | F YOU TOOK A MORE LOG CAL APPROACH. "

"IN SUMVARY, WHY DOES THE GOVERNMENT SPONSORED STUDI ES | NDI CATE THAT $18, 000, 000. 00 SHOULD BE SPENT FOR A
SITE THAT IS RATED 531 OQUT OF 734, AND THE #2 RATED SITE IS ONLY GO NG TO COST $20, 000, 000. 00? CLEANUP HAS
ALREADY TAKEN PLACE AND STUDI ES SHOW THAT THE SI TE | S CLEAN AND SAFE. YOUR EFFORTS ARE FINE, BUT TO SPEND
$18, 000, 000. 00 FOR A SITE, ACCORDI NG TO YOUR STUDIES |'S CLEAN IS LUDI CROUS. "

"THANK YOQU FOR READING TH'S, CONCERNED Cl TI ZENS DESERVE A RESPONSE. WE ARE CONCERNED AND WANT CORPCRATI ONS
TO PURSUE, IN A PRUDENT AND LEGAL MANNER ON | DEAS AND METHODS TO HANDLE HAZARDOUS WASTE SAFELY. PRI STI NE
ATTEMPTED AND APPEARS THEI R | NSI GHT TO HANDLE FUTURE ENVI RONMENTAL PRCBLEMS (WH CH ARE NUMERQUS) WAS
TRUNCATED BY AN UNFAI R, NEARSI GHTED AGENCY. "

US EPA RESPONSE: THE US EPA DCES NOT AGREE W TH YOUR STATEMENT THAT THE PRI STINE, INC. SITE IS CLEAN.
ACCEPTABLE R SK LEVELS OF 1 ADDI TI ONAL CANCER CASE IN A M LLI ON ARE EXCEEDED | N BOTH SO L AND GROUNDWATER AT
THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE BY AS MJCH AS 10,000 TI MES IN A WORST CASE SCENARI O, THE FUNDS TO BE SPENT TO CLEANUP
THE SI TE AND PAST COSTS OF US EPA WLL BE PAID BY THE RESPONS| BLE PARTI ES. THE AGENCY SHARES YOUR CONCERN
ABOQUT HAVI NG ONLY LEGALLY REPUTABLE AND COVPETENT COVPANI ES I N THE WASTE DI SPOSAL | NDUSTRY.

THE RANKI NG OF THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE ON THE NATIONAL PRI ORI TI ES LI ST DOES NOT' HAVE A BEARI NG ON THE COST OF
THE REMEDY SI NCE THE NATURE AND EXTENT OF CONTAM NATI ON WAS NOT DETERM NED PRI CR TO SCORI NG THE Sl TE.

20. COMMENT: CQALITI ON OF READI NG

"AFTER REVI EW NG SOVE OF THE ARTI CLES THAT HAVE BEEN WRI TTEN SI NCE THE PRI STINE, | NC. CASE, WE HAVE

DIl SCOVERED AN ARTI CLE THAT SEEMS TO DEPI CT A DOUBLE STANDARD W TH THE USEPA, OH O EPA ON HOW THEY HANDLE

PRI VATE CORPCRATI ONS VERSUS CI TY OR MUNI Gl PAL PROBLEMS.  THE ARTI CLE WRI TTEN | N THE Cl NCI NNATI ENQUI RER ( MAY
5, 1989) | NDI CATED THAT ENVI RONVENTAL OFFI CI ALS, DATI NG BACK TO 1943, HAVE BEEN TRYI NG TO PERSUADE THE CI TY
OF READI NG TO UPGRADE THEI R WATER SYSTEM  EPA OFFI CI AL MORE RECENT, | N THE SAME ARTI CLE, | NDI CATED THAT THE



WATER VELLS ARE SURROUNDED BY | NDUSTRI AL PLANTS. THE LEVELS OF CONTAM NATI ON EXCEEDS THE FEDERAL STANDARDS
BUT THE STATE ACCORDI NG TO THE ARTI CLE WLL NOT TAKE ANY LEGAL ACTION AS LONG AS THE CITY IS EARNESTLY
PURSU NG AN ALTERNATI VE, | GNORI NG THE ONGO NG AND VERY | MM NENT WATER TREATMENT PROBLEMB. THE PROCF | S
OBVI QUS, BUT THE STATE | S G VI NG THEM A CHANCE EVEN THOUGH THE PROCF | S THERE AND HAS BEEN FOR YEARS. THE
STATE KNOW NG THE TREATMENT FACILITY IS ANTI QUATED AND NOT DA NG THE JOB, |'S SAD COMVENTARY FROM OFFI ClI ALS
WHO HAVE SHOMWN SOMVE DI SREGARD TO THE PUBLI C HEALTH, WH CH SEEMS MORE THREATENED BY THI S THAN THE SO CALLED
M GRATI ON OF CONTAM NANTS FROM A NEARBY SI TE THAT, ACCCORDI NG TO STUDI ES, HAVE NOT' BEEN PROVEN. "

"THE TOXINS THAT HAVE BEEN | DENTI FI ED I N THE LONER AQUI FER, ORI G NATE FROM WHAT DI RECTI ON, AND DO THEY NATCH
THE TOXINS FOUND AT THE PRI STINE SI TE? | T APPEARS, ACCCORDI NG TO STUDI ES AND ARTI CLES AT THE LI BRARY, THAT THE
SO CALLED PHANTOM | MM NENT DANGER AND ABANDONED SI TE CRI TERI A HAVE BEEN | GNORED. THE REAL | SSUES TO THE

Cl TI ZENS OF READI NG SHOULD BE THE WATER WELLS THEMSELVES AND THEIR LOCATION. TH' S PROBLEM IS REAL AND NOT
BASED ON POTENTI AL AND | S AN | MM NENT DANGER TO THE PUBLI C HEALTH, WHI CH I S WHAT SUPERFUND | S ALL ABQUT. "

"WHAT AN ENCRMOUS AMOUNT OF MONEY AND EFFORT WASTED WH LE THE REAL DANGER OF HAVI NG | NADEQUATE WATER WELLS
STILL EXIST. MNAYBE WE SHOULD ALERT THE TOXINS THAT THEY ARE M GRATI NG FROM SOVEWHERE TO WAI T UNTI L WE TAKE
CARE OF SOME OF THE PAPER WORK. | S THERE A REAL PROBLEM? WHAT DO THESE R I. AND FEASI Bl LI TY STUDI ES REALLY
SHOW? THE C TI ZENS WLL PAY AGAI N THROUGH H GHER COST BECAUSE THE GOVERNMENT |'S PLAYI NG GAMES. ANY

DI SCREPANCI ES CR QUESTI ON MARKS REGARDI NG DATA SHOULD BE ANSWERED AND JUSTIFIED. TH S SI TE SHOULD NOT COST
THE PUBLI C AND CI TI ZENS OF THE UNI TED STATES $18, 000, 000. 00 SO AN AGENCY WHO SO FAR HAS ONLY CLEANED UP 27
SI TES QUT OF 1200 PROMOTE THEI R UNNECESSARY QUEST. START NOW AND DO SOMVETHI NG THAT THE C TI ZENS WLL BE
PROUD OF AND WON' T HAVE TO PAY FCR "

US EPA RESPONSE: TO THE BEST OF THE US EPA' S KNOALEDGE, THE WATER BEI NG CONSUMED BY THE USERS OF THE READI NG
PUBLI C WATER SUPPLY | S SAFE EVEN | F | NDI VI DUAL PRODUCTI ON VELLS ARE CONTAM NATED. SHOULD THI S NOT BE THE
CASE AND NO ALTERNATI VE EXI STS, THE US EPA HAS THE AUTHORI TY AND RESPONSI BI LI TY TO ASSURE THAT THE SI TUATI ON
IS REMEDI ED. THE SUPERFUND LAW WAS ENACTED W TH A GOAL OF TOTAL COST REI MBURSEMENT AND/ OR PRI VATE PARTY
CLEANUP | MPLEMENTATI ON FOR EACH SITE. AT THE PRISTINE SI TE ALL OF THE GOVERNMENT' S PAST COSTS AND THE
COVPLETE BURDEN OF THE REMEDY' S | MPLEMENTATI ON | S BEI NG TAKEN UP BY THE RESPONSI BLE PARTI ES.

COMMENT: WLLIAM A BRONNIN, READING CH O

"HOW COULD THE EPA EVER OK A SITE LIKE TH S FOR CHEM CAL WASTE. I T IS LOCATED NEXT TO A CREEK AND ONE
HUNDRED YARDS FROM A RESI DENTI AL SUBURB. | PERSONALLY THI NK THE EPA SHOULD BE HELD ACCOUNTABLE FCR THE DAMAGE
AND BUY ALL THE PROPERTY ARCUND THI S AREA. THE PECPLE THAT LIVE I N OR NEAR THE AREA HAVE A H GHER CANCER
RATE ANYWHERE ELSE IN THE WORLD. "

"HOW COULD THE EPA HAVE 19.4 M LLI ON DOLLARS OK' D FOR CLEANUP OVER TWD YEARS AGDO, AND NOT DO TH S CLEANUP.
WHAT ARE YOU WAI TING FOR. "

"THE SECOND METHCD |'S NO GOOD BECAUSE YOQU WAI TED TO LONG  THE CHEM CALS
ARE MUCH DEEPER THAN 12 FEET UNDERGROUND. "

"1 HAVE LIVED BY TH S WASTE SI TE FOR 28 YEARS. My NEI GBBORS CHI LDREN TELL STCRIES OF SEEI NG THE WORKERS
BURYI NG DRUMS UNDER GROUND 15 OR 20 YEARS AGO "

"THE PECPLE IN THIS AREA THINK | T IS HOPELESS TO TALK TO GOVERNMENT OFFI I ALS. THEY FEEL AND | DO TOO, THAT
THE EPA DCESN T CARE ABQUT PECPLE. THEY JUST WANT TO HARASS AND COLLECT MORE MONEY FROM TAX PAYERS. "

"IF THE EPA IS NOT GO NG TO CLEAN-UP TH S MESS, WH CH WAS THEI R FAULT TO BEG N WTH, | KNOWTHEY WLL NEVER
CLEANUP THE METRO SEWER SYSTEM WHI CH HAS BEEN OBSOLETE FOR 25 YEARS."

US EPA RESPONSE: THE PRISTINE, INC. FACILITY WAS A PRI VATE CORPCRATI ON THAT WAS POORLY OPERATED. THE

REMEDI AL | NVESTI GATI ON DETERM NED THE NATURE AND EXTENT OF CONTAM NATI ON W TH THE DATA SHOW NG THAT THE
SURFACE CONTAM NATI ON HAS NOT M GRATED AWAY FROM THE SI TE, BUT GROUNDWATER HAS BEEN AFFECTED BY THE PRI STI NE
CONTAM NATI ON.  THE RESPONSI BLE PARTI ES HAVE AGREED TO FI NANCE THE CLEANUP OF THE SI TE TO LEVELS VWH CH ARE
PROTECTI VE OF HUVAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONVENT. THE PROPERTY SURROUNDI NG THE PRI STINE, INC. SITE I S NOT



CONTAM NATED, THEREFCRE I T IS NOT REQU RED THAT PRCPERTI ES BE PURCHASED. ONCE THE CLEANUP | S COWPLETED, THE
POTENTI AL FCR M GRATI ON OF CONTAM NATI ON OFFSI TE W LL BE ELI M NATED.

THE US EPA WAS GO NG TO FUND THE ORI G NAL REMEDY AND TRY TO RECOVER COSTS AT A LATER DATE FROM THE

RESPONSI BLE PARTI ES, BUT THE RESPONSI BLE PARTI ES SUBM TTED A PRCPCSAL TO CLEANUP AND FI NANCE THE SI TE REMEDY
I F US EPA CHANGED THE SO L COVPONENT OF THE PRI STINE ROD. THE US EPA, US ARMY CORP OF ENG NEERS AND THE
STATE OF OH O REVI EMED THE RESPONSI BLE PARTI ES' PRCOPCSAL AND DETERM NED THAT THE NECESSARY CLEANUP STANDARDS
WOULD BE MET W TH THE NEW REMEDY FOR THE CONTAM NATED SO L. THE DESI GN FOR THE SI TE REMEDY SHOULD BEG N I N A
FEW MONTHS.

YOUR CONCERN THAT CHEM CALS HAVE M GRATED MORE THAN 12 FEET BELOW THE SURFACE WLL BE VERI FIED I N THE DESI GN
PHASE WHEN WE W LL PERFORM ADDI TI ONAL SAMPLI NG SAMPLI NG PERFORVED DURI NG THE REMED!I AL

I NVESTI GATI ON WAS THE SOURCE OF THE 12 FEET. |IN ADDI TION, DUR NG THE REMEDI AL | NVESTI GATI ON, EXTENSI VE
UNDERGROUND TESTI NG FOR BURI ED METAL SUCH AS DRUVB WAS PERFORMED AND | T WAS DETERM NED THAT BURI ED MATERI ALS
WERE NOT PRESENT AT OR NEAR THE SI TE.

THE AGENCY ENCOURAGES PUBLI C PARTI Cl PATI ON AND WLL PERI CDI CALLY | SSUE FACT SHEETS TO KEEP THE PUBLI C UPDATED
ON THE PROGRESS OF THE CLEANUP AT THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE. THE AGENCY PLANS TO OVERSEE AN EFFECTI VE CLEANUP
AT THE PRISTINE, INC. SITE THAT | S PROTECTI VE OF HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMENT.



#TA
TABLE 1
PERFORVANCE GOALS AND STANDARDS
SO L AND SEDI MENT

A, VOLATI LE COMPOUNDS

CHEM CAL CONCENTRATI ON (UG KG)
BENZENE 116
CHLOROFCRM 2,043
1, 2- DI CHLORCETHANE 19
1, 2- DI CHLORCETHENE 285
TETRACHLORCETHENE 3, 244
TR CHLOROETHENE 175

B. NON- VOLATI LE COVPOUNDS

CHEM CAL CONCENTRATI ON (Ud KGQ)
ALDRI'N 15
DDT 487
D ELDRI N 6
PAHS 14

2,3,7,8,-TCDD (DI OXI N) 0



TABLE 2
PRI STI NE SO L REMEDY COST COVPARI SON

IN-SITU VITR FI CATION A IN-SITU SO L VAPOR EXTRACTI ON
I NCI NERATI ON
EXCAVATI ON 19, 000 EXCAVATI ON A 33, 000
VI TRl FI CATI ON 10, 600, 000 VAPOR EXTRACTION B 3, 000, 000
I NCI NERATI ON C 2,433, 000
RCRA CAP A 447, 000
SO L SAMPLING B 250, 000
CONSTRUCTI ON 10, 619, 000 6, 163, 000
SUBTOTALS
HEALTH & SAFETY 1, 062, 000 616, 000

CONTI'N. 10 PERCENT

BI D CONTIN. 20 PERCENT 2, 124, 000 1, 233, 000
SCOPE 2,123,000 1, 233, 000
CONTI N. 20 PERCENT

CONSTRUCTI ON 15, 929, 000 9, 245, 000
TOTAL

LEGAL 5 PERCENT 796, 000 462, 000
CONSTRUCTI ON 1, 593, 000 925, 000

SERVI CES 10 PERCENT

TOTAL 18, 318, 000 10, 632, 000
| MPLEMENTATI ON

COSTS

ENG NEERI NG 1, 099, 000 638, 000

DESI GN 6 PERCENT
TOTAL COST D 19, 417, 000 11, 270, 000

(A) BASED ON PRI STI NE FEASI Bl LI TY STUDY CCSTS
(B) US EPA CONSERVATI VE ESTI MATE BASED ON OTHER SI TES
(C) 3,600 YD3 TOP 1 FT OF SITE PLUS 1,125 YD3 MAG C PIT PLUS 1,000 YD3

SEDI MENTS = 5, 725 YD3 AT 425/ YD3, PER FS ASH DELI STED AND PLACED BACK ON\-SI TE
(D) DOES NOT | NCLUDE O8M PRESENT WORTH



